
BRAD MITZELFELT
SUPERVISOR, FIRST DISTRICT

RRR000673

January 9,2008

Dr. Jane Summerson
Mr. Lee Bishop
EIS Office
Office ofCivilian Radioactive Waste Management
U.S. Department of Energy
1551 Hillshire Drive
Las Vegas, NY 89134

RE: COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT FOR A GEOLOGIC REPOSITORY FOR THE DISPOSAL OF SPENT
NUCLEAR FUEL AND IDGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE AT YUCCA
MOUNTAIN, NYE COUNTY, NEVADA

Dear Dr. Summerson and Mr. Bishop:

, tiam writing to reiterate San Bernardino County's opposition to this prOjes!land~erebY 2­
<:a,.-tU\~Ql.resubmitour letter of February 23, 2000, regarding the original Draft Environmental Impact
».~ Statement (EISillur continuing concern is for the safety of the citizens and the environment) \ <!Oll~~

3 [he County further reaffinns its concern regarding costs and liability in the event of an accidenv

.L\ l!he discussion of specific routes and the potential impacts ofa release remain inadequat~ ~-­
Bernardino County is the hub of major freeways, including Interstate 15, and both Union Pacific
and BNSF Railway lines. The county shares a boundary with Nevada. A high percentage of this
material will be transported through San Bernardino County. The decision to go with "mostly
rail" means our county will still be affected. Interstate 15 and the UP and BNSF lines run
through the Cajon Pass immediately north ofSan Bernardino, which has been closed repeatedly
over the years due to wildfires, train accidents and extreme weather. Additionally, the San
Andreas Fault bisects the Cajon Pass. The closure of Interstate 15 in the event ofan incident
would be environmentally and economically devastating to a large region]
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(. ~e remain concerned that adequate funding to train and equip first-responders will be provided]

If you have further concerns or questions, please contact Andrew Silva ofmy staff at (909) 387­
4830, or you may contact Julie Rynerson Rock, Director ofLand Use Services at 909-387-4141.

Sincerely,

.>'~-~//e.-/y . .

Brad Mitzelfelt
Supervisor, First District

cc: Julie Rynerson Rock, Director, Land Use Services Department
Randy Scott, Deputy Director, Advance Planning

Attachment: February 23,2000 letter
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JON D. ,MIKELS
Chairman

St,Jp~~isor. S¢o~"d Dis,met

Wendy'R. DiXon, EIS'Projt,ct Manager'
Yucca MOunta.l~ Site ChlUacteriZatlon Office." .... ..... . ". .. -
Office' of.civihan Radioacti'W' Waste Management
U.'5. Departrrient (IfEnergy
P~O. Box: ~0301.,MlS 010
Noz:th Las Vegas" NV'S9l:t36.;Q307

RE: COMMENTS ON THE.,DRAFT ENY-IRONMENTAL lM:PACT STATEMENT
FOR A GEOLOGIC REPOSITORY FOR 'l1IEDlSPOSAL OF SPENT
NUCLEAR FUEL AND HlGH-LEv:EL RADtOACTIVE WAsn; AT YUCCA
MOUNTAJN, NYE COtINTY"I"t'EVADA

Dear Ms, Dixon:

The County of San Bernardino 'hM re\liewed: the Draft,.Environmental Impact'Sutement for:a
Geologic,~sitory for the Oisposalof SpenfNuclea'r Ftiei and; Rlgh~Levcl Radioactive Wasf!:<
at Yucca :Mountain~.~ye, toun.~.:Nevada (hereafter I:.e'ferr~d 10 ,as the Yucca Mountain Project).
The f(l'lIo.\Ving; comments represent theCQunty's: ·position 'on, the proposed project General
C9mments' areciteo:below and, specific .comx:J"l~ritS '~inchld&i"in ,a:n tn(;l~sed,~ttachment.

GENERAL COMMENTS

The County ~f' S311 Btplari!in'o (~lD\tY) is: oJfendcq ~t the Federal Govemment.-.;mempted to
'ignore .the involvement oflocal govemment'by failing to, inform til.a.trected'lc:x:al jurisdlcti~s in
the'St~t~ of.CalifoTriia. The serious imp}icaij,ons.n\\:()h'~d ..vim,siting a:fadlity of this magnitUde
in:~IOse: proximity t(l oun~o~wattants a br:th:TI:ii~jn: fo identity 'and, involve local.govemm~t,
,in California just '8S the U: S.Depilrtm«:ni -of :EllL'T~Y (DOE) did in Nevada. San 'Bemar9ino
€ountj' offici.a:l$'~at¢ verY concerned with the ·pnt\.'llll;k1' lor' tcanspO't'tiixg, significan,t quantities, of
high.l~vcl-radio:active W;8Ste' through, ow: cpunt}'.: \\'.c :,m.: aware'of '~pec~aJ mvolv.ement that has
been extended fo :the COUrity of.Inyo. which we bcltc<\',c tobe:appropriate ,given ,the, proximity ,of
the.propos~d:f~~jtity to that-county. Ho~v.~r. w,~ limd i,t inappropriate and linaccepta-bJe'that the
DOE failed to .even no~fy th'e'Coun~ o,f.San ,Bl:m~Tdlno- o(~ !iva'ila'bmty of the ElS,. ,A re'viey;
of Appendix; D: Distribution List, confumed that no. 'Joeat entity in CalifC'mia,- other that ,the
COWlty 'of Inyo. w~ o'fficlaJ,iy prt>vided ~th a -cppy of U\e_EI-ff.,

In ~pite of thes.e"I.¢fomrn:at¢: c;treumsmn:res. 'the CountY appreeia:~ the tWo week extensiort of
the COItimct:it:Per;IQ'd~d the·addhional.pub:1ic hearing scheduleino'e:ally in San Bernardino.
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junswciion witb. a .:pl:lblic ~earing to better inform the- citizenry and public officials Of the
potentia[-i:mpaets. to the Cotinf,y. .of..San;Bemardin<:>. This. reso.1uHon-was sent to U. 5.. Sena~!S
Fei~stejn and.B.ox-er, U.:S.. Co:ngre.ssmeri LeWis>B~¢a·and.MiUer (~opy eneJose.d)..

ISSUES OF CONCE:RN

We are partic.ularlyconc~ed with. the tranSport of ~-Ievc:1 nuclear waste and spent nuclear
fud through the .COUI;l.ty ~f, S~ :'Bernardi~o. Due to th¢,: si1:e of our count'-. (;'O~sidenlble travel
distanl!:t through our jurisdiction appeali'Sto be a lilcely .result 'lif implel;l'len~ing t'he:· 'yucca
Mo.~tafu..Projec.t. ~e. pot~riti~l fot release Qfhigh-l.evefra.cU$~ti'le·materia:ls ~htough accittents
or deliberate acts· :of sabotage :ate of grave. conC.em ro' this Bo~:.. The ifTlpl~cations. are·.faT
,:eaching and are onl~ minim!llly ·a:doressed .in. the EIS.

1 want 'to: stress that the Boar.d· of SuperVisors is opposed to .the :trlUlSport of high-level
r:a4io~ctil'e-·'wastes ~hro'ugb San .B.~i'nardino Cou~tY- dillrto t~e potential harm ·that -Could
result to oor-citizens.and our environment. Addifionally, tlle Boar,d:is yery concerned, with
the Ifo'teDtiarU~bi1ity,and..c'~sts ~llt the County -<:outd mcuT in the, ~vent ofan !a.~iilentO.T·an
aqtion of sabotage i'hat wo~d ~llult in the· clcAOflqJ 'and remedintiOD of' radioactive
materials t.elrise-.

Agaip,wt', appreciate Y9ur agency pr-oviding this:jurisdiction.w.ith. it public:hearing on.this· project
so that the County's citiz~n5 and ~fficials ca'ji'b.~·.;idequatdy' inf'omied ofthe ·pot~nti.a:L impacts to
oUr' county frbrit the Yucca~~in .Project:. 'Shoula yo~ ha.ve''any'questions regarding. these
COmmellts, pl~se feel free to oontactrnc; :Randy Scott, Planning Manager '\"Iith the Land US~

Ser.viees. Depamnent'<It the address ibovc,or :by·t~le.pl).one at:909-387-~14.7 or Pet~Brierty. ~jth

the Haatd~usMaterials- Division, Coun~ ,Fire D.E:p~ent, -also at the sa~e'addtess orby phone
at 909-381-3200.

tJ:.'oJ)~~&
a:~SICbaman

AttachmentS

cc: Board ofSupervisors
PI~g'~DmmiSsil;)n:
WilliaJU H. :Randolph. Counry AdnriiJi~t:r~~1.(~. ·()t11~Cf
AlanK.Matks. CoUnty Counsel
lohn.Goss, Assistant·Co.unty Adminis·tf.liror·'fll1'·'Ei:onomie DcvelOpmenI ~t1d Public Services
PotterBriew)Div~ion chier, Haz:a.rcfous M3tert~f;' DkisioD, County Ffre:D~anmctlt
Randy. Stolt, Planning M~g.~;,PJarm~g Diy1Siolr. ~and UseS·e.rvlces, Department
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SPECIFIGCOMMENTS ON THE DRAFT.:ENVlRONMENTAL :IMPACT STA1'EMENT
FOR THE RIGHi·LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE·REPOSITORY

AT YUCCA MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

lntroduc1i'on: Th~ County of Sa"Q. B~ardino is' partiQUTarly concerned with the. transportation
of. radioactiv.e ·w~t~thro1Jgh thrs.j~sdiction to the· Yucca Mo:uptain, 'ProJect site as::a reSult of'
~stabllshing the r~pository:. Becaus'e,the Co~nfy wa$:ne~thet '$.~nt·.a, ~opY'9f the. EIS nor :inf6rtned
o.fi.ts availability by POE, Cmmiy e1.~ted ·oUicial$~-atld, staffhav~ had btlly:iimited;tftne to ·obtain
and review the·'EIS. Thc' C()Wlty'leamed .of the' ErS .through the local news "media :an:cl on!y'
obtain~d ~ ~PY'Qf the -qocUIllent in m.id-J.an~. The :County1 howev~r, does appreciate the; two
week ex~en~p.n ofthe..cominent period and the additio;Ii.li.t-pUhIic hearfng'scheduled·tocany..

'Based our revieW to date,. the COUIity 'is very'" dls.awQfnt~d in the "cursory treatment of
tr.ansportation i1np:ac.~s. ~sociated,with fueJ?-r<;lject. sp'ecific;al1Y !hose.applicable to .areas -outside
~e ,St~te' of Nevada.. W~ feel very ~nglyih~t arty' ihfonned. :de'oision with rega$. '~o'
estab'Pshing a lo~g-temi 'h:i:gh,:!evel .radicsadive :dispo.sal sitt mu:st include ~ .de~ail:ed analysis of
-specific 'routing ofradioal!~ivew~te·tra.nspoite~; Such an anli1ysi~ mus.t in.efude cOnSideration,of
vehiele ~cjdents and/pr dellberat~sabotage and. th~ p9tential lor resultant. release ot rad.ioacti.v~

material tonsidenng the factors relevant to· regional conditions that may affect thesafcly, of
.radioactive waste1:ratlspanation. The County" .fin& :the EIS to be fundamenfally .flawed and
,inadequate du~ to the .failure to pro~i'de detailed examination of po.tentiai imp:acts to.1o~~1

communitie~ ..fromthe 'unitlue; faetOis. !lSSociated wiUi the trausporrofspent nuclear fuel and high..
level ~.di<)active 'Waste in Southern. Califonria. The dO'cumenrfal!s' to t~cognize tta:iiSportalioU:
charaet~xjsti~· in: this, region that may affect the.: -safe t'l'ailsp.oit of.this very da,ngerous waste.
Physieal en:vir:onmental.elem~ts·SUch'as. earthquakes, roldfites, lIiarying clirti~tic eonditio~ (Le.
snow and ke in the. mountains during winter~' very· strong WindS'iIi the m'ouiltain p-asSe$ and
desert during fall-'and winter and ~xtremeIy high 8,D1bjept ~emperatures in.the· SUIl'll11et) .as. welll)S
the notorious revels· of ttaffic collgestion' in the LeiS-Angeles basin. add to'·the degree' of risk :iil
grO:wid·transportatioIi that appears to be ignored inthe aSsessment..

We may also have additional concerns 'with other :polonti:a1 impacts :to· residents and visitors of
San Bernardino County such as 'potential 'groundwater contamination, air cOIitamiilatil;m~ ~tc,

~owever,with the limited time that we have had to tev-ieVl the docUment, we have"concentrated
on the most critica,l i~sue at hand.

Section 2.1, "~PrQposedActiotr. The' County beli eye~. -U~i :lliB description of the Proposed'
Action is incomplete du~ ~o the minintaI ~ysis of~anspor:tation. imp~~[s·that may result: from
imJilenrentatiQn of the project. The description .(page 2~2) includes 'th~ statement ~~ "The
Prop'~ed A~tloIi wouldrequu:e sUrface .!tnd subsutfac~ .facilities w.d operations for the rec~.pt;,

packaging, ·and emplacement of ~pent i'r(i¢lear .fuel·and high~leyel radioactive waste'(see"Sec~ion

:l.1.2)- and' lransportariofz o/these materials ro.. tlie repository (see Section 2.1.3V· [Emphasi~

added], The 'EIS.•.however~ is 'substantially deficient iIi pi-o.,ji~in:g 'Ii complete i!Iid accurate
4~criptitln of the regional and local transportation, routes. and ·associated..regional and local
environme~tal settingi
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:Section 2',1.1.3. "National.Transportation Scenarios": 'The gen~~1.~~0a~h to. evaluating the
tr~~pQ$ti()q. of. radioactive.' waste to YUcca Mountain, \vhich is 'reflected in ·the labe.l of
"Nlitional T~anspottation Scenarios"" is whciUy inadequate. The stTategy of the "documept 'is to'
use "'cry gcn~ric c.drtsid:eration of tw'o ·genera:! fo'rtris ofttailsportation m:od-es. namely, truck ana,
rail (page,2:.&}. Thi·s strategy is ?- breaeho-[-.gooo,.faith -disclosure of the "true impacts· associated
~ith implemen:ting aproject·ofthis.magnitude.

Section.2.'1.3:2,.'''National 'Jiansportati:on"~; Tbe' two page ;narrat~e :de~tion. m4 ·two. figu~es.
on pages 2·40 through.·2-43 i~ remarkably hicomp'lete: for. a,projeet of'this size and' s(:ope. The
openipg; se.ntence.:.ofthe: suP-~ectipn indicates that the natiorial·tran~pe.rtatiQn·inc]U-'des·*r: use of
exisfing bigpways~.and railroads and.refers to:Figures 2-26 amr2":27~.~tively (pages 2-41 'Slu{
2~42). these two figures lU"C Ii d¢pi'ctio'h of a map: ofthe :entire United States OD a 6-1/2 by 9 inch:
graphic with commercial and DOE .sites· denoted with connecting lioes indicating the U,S.
IJ:lterstate:Highw~y :SysteIti:and the US, railroad system respectively. This is as much detail as is
given the entire·docum¢nrln terms- of route d~lineation.. The. only fiu:ther·c1arification.of unique
:r:o.ute.chm:~te)"iStics is: provide in.App.endix.1 {page,.J...26) which provides.a '"Rural''', "Suburb~"
and "Urban" ..claS$ification to the, nu:m~r of ~les..from points. of ongin to Yucca Mountain.
Howev~r7 neither the Appendix nor the .tex£. of the .EIS. -idimtifiessp'e!cific' routes in spite 'of :the
fact ·that this irifOrn'latiQIi·mtist'have. been' used: to oe.v.elop thetra'v'el distances displayed' in Table
1'-11, AppenQlx J (p'age J-26). The' touting process'was eondu~ted through the·use of a computer
model with 'none of'the variables aild 'assumptions displayed that are .built into the model.. No
pUblic disclo·sure. of this"irifomiatlon- <IS' provided, so independent verification is impossible to
perform.

Section2.1.3.2 'ofthe EIS :first.acknowledges that·the:Nuclear'Waste Po~icyAct (Section 180' (c))
requires'DOE to provide technical -and'financIal assIs.tanee to'states·and·tribes fo~ tl'liini!1g public.
safety officials injurisdictions through which plans to tr.anspod.spen~ nu~lear 'fuel aI).~. high.,].evel
radioactive waste (page-2~O). In 'Section '6.2.4.-2:,. T~orta.tion.Accident Scenarios. (P?ge 6-­
30)--1b.e 'd'ocur:nents .clarifies tb,at Section, UW (c) also -provides for. ·'techni~l assistance ;and
funding" to "local.• public offidils·~. Thi;s.11"ltonsistency is -G(mfus-ing. Please. clarify ~ltether

localassistanee is ,Ill!U).dated by taw. It in fact, local assistan~e is availal?le, :pleas~ consider ihis
respon~e.l(;tter.as the c.ounty~s .request to 'be providiZd ~~·i,lh.- thjS:"'a:Ssi$taIlce;·:in~hldi~g funding,

Section.2.1.3·.2~2J :"Mostly Legal~Weight Truck Shipping Scemmott:;· This' secu9'g. -discloses.
that' appro~imately 50.000 shipm~ts' of wa$te would be ina.d~ 'Via the Nation,al Interstate
Highway SY$tem by'mostly IegaI,:weigh:r tru<:ks' duti:ng a: 24-ye:ar. p'eriod. .Ac.cording to 'Figure)­
l~ Appendix J (page J-SS), 6,2'5.0 truck. shipments would .enter Nev.ada at the Califbnija
stateline. This' calculates: to li.5% of ail expected deliveries: of WaSte nati6n,.v.tide toYucca
Mountain to 'be shipped through SQn Bemardino County during,·the.24-year Qperational.peridd of
the facility. This· proportion ·ofradroactiv.e waste tr.ansport withjn our CountY is avery serioUs
concem. Based on .additiol;1al information pJ."ovided 'by DOE at the public hearing in. San
BemlU:d;ino_'regari:ling the transport routing 'lU~p for ,California>. this I?-UInper ·may be even'higher.
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Section 2,i.3 ~2.3, l'Mos~X Ran Ship"irtg $~emmo?':- This se¢!ii>Il discloses :that approxinl'a~ely'
;11,;000 ·shipments· of waste 'would be made: ·via 'the U,S. 'rail system. during a 24:-year .per.i_o~.

A~ording. to 'Figure 1-11. A'Ppend~~,] (page J.:86). 1).837 rait ·5hlpm.ents would ·enter Nevada at
the California.,statelirte. This·calcula{~ to-16.7%.'of all expected deliv.eries ofwaste:nation-wiae,
to Yucca Mountain to :be shipped by ~1 through, San E.emardino Courity during the 2~~
operation.al pened. oftha facility! This:proppr,ti·on. 9fradioa~ve w.aste·transported by rajl·within·
our County is also of Very great concem. Ba,sed on additianal .information- pmvjded"oy DOE ,at
the· public heaimg in San Bernardino regarding the trariWol't: rou:iinit nHi.p fQr California, this
number may' be even higher. .

.Section.2.3.3,2.- '~PotentiaJ Highway Routes for."HeaYY:.Haul ·Tfucksand Asso&iated Intemlodal
T~sfer Stati~zi LocationsConsider..ed but EJ:iminated 'fi:ont'Funher Detailed Studyl: The County
conctirs' that federal-highway U~S. 127 ·should not he considered fer .heavy-haul trucks. The
County also :believes that 'regula; truck na,ui und-er U!e "mQstiy legai-weight' ·truck shipping"
snould not be considered for this narrow~. ~9ing h.ighw~y :that :h~ !poor alignment' and Sleep
grades that make the road generally :unsuitabl¢ .f~r com.'tner~ia,l hauling.ofbigh,-!evel radioactive
material. Considerabl~,recreationll1,trav~l oCC'UrS ~b. this load due.to .its:providing primary. ·access.
to Death. Valley National'Park ·:ij:om the .$Quth. 81t'iw moving rec~tioillil vehicles are' well...
known locally as a traffic hazard;on this:rQl1te~ This ~ecti.on oth1gbw:<i:Y is rertlat~a.nd emergency
-response ·units are :limiied 'in :ouniber and :&.ufficie~tJy di~talit iom som.e·:road pomons· addint: to
the -complexity of spill cpntainm.e.n~ and cle~~ should an acddem 'Qccur.·· Fmthennore.. th~
County suggeSts that' U.s~9~ is a. route of.i;Q.~or com:em. due to 'Some :ofth~'same characteristics'
~s U.S. 1~7, lrte ,use ;of U.S. 95 will-require addiH6nal assessment On ·the part Ofthe CountY of
San Bernardin.o and.caItrans (Callfornla..Depanm.ent ofTransportation).

Section'6. (~nvironmer:ita1 Impacts ofTranwItation:.;; AS·stafed aboVe. the-County believes~
that the approach. s~lected,. by .DOE to a:ri~lyZe the. transportatl·ol'i.:impacts that, may·result from
implementatioIi ofthis projec~ is irtap'propd'ately general·and:.fails to .disclose the true the level of
,Potential impact. Thf! document ~cknowle.dges that the. analysis b1J~y'·..cohta.i.ns: infon:nation on
c{)mp~ative impacts Qf trUck .and ~l transportatIon on a riationai .scale with more specific
iiil'alysiS In the state-ofN~V:ada. The doe.ument Jurther states thi't ~Althoughit is;·unc.ertain..at·:this
tfme wben DOE would make :anY' trartsport3:~io.r.H"c1ated. decisioDS, DOE believes 'that ·the BIS:
provides the infennatioD. neceSsary to 'in:'lke decisiohs' regarding toe basic, approacheS (for
~;ltample, ,mostly rail or: mostly' truck shi.pmen(sl~· ~s: \vell as· the choice. among alternative
'transportation comdors" [within the 'state of l'::c\'ada. sic..'). .Th~ County .finds this approach
completeiy'llllacceptab1e due to :the fact thaI. 'impacts .of .hauling· radioactive' w~t~ to YUcc~
Mountain is undeniably critical to states,and local j uJ;isdictiens and. should weigh 'heayj,ly i'n ;ap.y
decision to site the repo~itory from ·3, !1afio.~r ·perspective.. The generic treatnIen~ o:C
transpgrtation'impac~ in lheElS se:r:vC$ to niiI~imize tb~ potential. impacts. at -a regional :and,locaJ
level.~d dist9I1s the:.concltlsioI;1S 2Ct1ard.i.ngly.

S~ti-on 6 rclies. on .th.eanalysrs p~ep'ed 'in Al>P'€hdix J, ht spite of ptovidlng some.param~ters
that are .related to a more regiona1~based impact as~sstnent. the 'analysis is truncated' .and
incomplete in.providing data tliatc~ be. independently·verified. For example, -four commerciaJ.
'sites in California are identified ·in th'e EI~, both in Section 6 and' AppendiX· J. as source's of
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radioactive w~te requiring dispcs,~~ sp¢cifi'tally San' Qnofre't Diablo Canyon, Rancbo Seco .and
Humbi)idt.Bay. 'Tables J..Jl and 3-12, Appendix J ,cpagesJ126' and· J-28).proYide highwaY.!Uld;
rali distances, :re$Pectively,. tram ~rin:nerCial and .DOE· sites to Yucca Mountain. Yet, :the
analysts does not identify the specinc route& Qf tr~v~l and ther~fore. the 'distances cannot be
verified, by the z:eaQ.er. The ·r~~il'lg iso.:f partjyulat concern to thisCOUilty. :but the dO.cumellt
leav.es·the reader to ·speculate exacrtY'whi~h rou~. will be nsed to ttahsport.the.radioactive waste
to·Nevada. .

Furthennore, the analysis in AppeI),dix J~~.to,cont~in.factual·eIiorspr. misrepr-e.sentations.
for ~le. it can be ~¢~ated from rabl~ J~5 (page.J-l6):that 1'661 truck'shipments nom all
foW' Ca1jfoni~a: commercial sites ~Q.uld take pla~ during the 24-yeai operational period.
HowevCI') when referring to FigureJ-I0 (page Jw8-5) a smJlll DotlltIOn mdlcates. that 6,250. truck
shipments wilt ent~ Nev~da,on 'I-IS .fro.in Ca,lifomia·. ·Wh.er.e..do the.~ 4583 truck :shiptne.nts
come from? :Likewise. it eail be. calcuIatecl'frOJIi:'table:l-6. (page J-1:8) that 4'08. {sil shipmenrs,
ft:o~ aU four- 'CaUfomia.commerej~l s.ites w6tiid takeplace' during'·the 24-year operationarperi'od.
However. wh~n refelring to Figure: J-1l'(page cJ:.g.6) a: smailliotatidn indi~ates that i,.837 l"~ll
shipme$..wifl ~jet: Jean,'Nevada~~ California.. Where.do the' extra 1429 mit 'shipments epme
from'?

Fui1her'independent caJ~lations Using' d~tli presented in TabUd"-,s., Appendix J, :done,by Cpuhty
sta:f[rcl.i.~ad.Qitional ~o~cems about,the di'sprop'OrtloIi'ate; amount Qf.nuclear w.a:ste thar may be
shipped .tbhmgh S~ Bemardin'Q. Courityfram the state of California. It appears that .90% of aU
D1.)Clear W~stes shipl'iIents by '~k' from ·caUfornia :will pass through' san. Bernardino Coprtty
(includes all of S~.Onofre':andDiablo. Canyon). L1kewise,; It app'eats that ·u,Slug. data preSe.nted
in Table·J-6, Appendix J~·that 84% ofall rail shipments from 'California wilfpass.through San
Bernardino County. H-owever.. based on'-a:clditionai infonhafion provided by DOE at the public
hearing in San Bernardino regarding the transport :rooting map for CaIifomi~. the; County :is
con:9emed that 100% ofth~ waste transport. c.c;uld pass through.oui·CountY:

Based on the·compared. analysis on 'a 'r:ianonal s~te; it -appears thattaiLshipment ofnuclear waste
is superior, to that o'f'truck. AC'cident ra.tes are lower and~thc risk ofradio}ogical contamination to
both human and ecologiCal receptorn is lower· for 'rail shipment While not highlighted,in the text
of,the BI8. the obserVations displayed.in Section 1.2.2 (page J-82) ·su,pport the use 'of udedfcated
trains" 'Over. gerteral ftei'ght,s.erVic~ for enhanced operational and: ·safety !3dvantageg> The -County
SUppdrts .:further demled. examination 'of dedicated rail shipments should this project proceed to
the next level:o£analysis in spite ()four overall objections.
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